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Commissioner for Patents 

The reply brief filed 9/3 10 has been entered and considered. However a single highly misleading statement by appellants 
within the reply brief needs to be addressed herein. On pages 10-11 of the reply brief appellants imply that an additional step of 
activating the expressed IKK complex with added NIK must necessarily be done following separation of the inactivated IKK protein 
complex and thus the examiner is changing the recited steps. This not correct. The additional step of lysis and addition of NIK could 
clearly be inserted immediately following the step of growing the yeast (i.e., step 2 as recited on page 1 0) and prior to the step of 
separating the substantially homogenous, biologically functional and activated IKK protein complex (i.e., step 3 as recited on page 
10). Thus the examiner's suggested method is clearly within the scope of the recited method and does NOT alter any of the recited 
steps of the claim. The application has been forwarded to the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences for decision on the appeal. 
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